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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
| was not present during rollcall vote No. 572.
Had | been present | would have voted “yea.”

Additionally, | was not present during rollcall
vote No. 573. Had | been present | would
have voted “yea.”

——————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
during rollcall vote Nos. 570, 571, 572 and
573, | was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

————

ADJOURNMENT TO SUNDAY,
OCTOBER 29, 2000

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 6 p.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

——————

WHAT WE DO IN WASHINGTON
DOES MATTER AND MATTERS A
LOT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is
a great fiscal debate going on in this
country and I felt I would use these 5
minutes to address some of the key
points in that debate.

The governor from Texas has come
up with a novel and dangerous argu-
ment, and that is that fiscal responsi-
bility does not matter; that what goes
on in Washington has had nothing to
do with the prosperity that we cur-
rently enjoy.

Now I can understand why someone
running against Washington would
want to say that what we have done
here over the last 8 years has nothing
to do with the prosperity enjoyed in
this country and the prosperity we
hope to enjoy in the future, but that
argument, however politically appeal-
ing, is a dangerous one, because once
one argues that what goes on in Wash-
ington has nothing to do with the econ-
omy of the country then one grants a
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license to Democrats and Republicans
to be fiscally irresponsible.

The fact is that what we do in Wash-
ington does matter, and matters a lot.
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True, the lion’s share of the credit
belongs to hard-working men and
women around this country who,
through industry and innovation, have
built this economy. But our people
were hard-working in the late 1980s and
the early 1990s, and yet we suffered
with high unemployment in an unsuc-
cessful economy, because we had huge
deficits. It is the fiscal responsibility
that the President has brought to our
Federal Government that has added
the one additional element which, with
the hard work of the American people,
has led to our prosperity.

The second fallacy that we have
heard from the Governor of Texas is his
statement over and over again that his
plan will provide tax relief to all Amer-
icans who pay taxes. The facts are oth-
erwise.

Mr. Speaker, some 15 million Ameri-
cans pay Federal FICA tax that is
pulled out of their wages every time,
every paycheck; and yet they will re-
ceive no, no tax relief under Governor
Bush’s proposal. Those 15 million
Americans who pay FICA taxes to the
Federal Government, but do not owe
income tax because they are earning
the minimum wage, because they are
not earning very much, because they
are trying to support a family on in-
comes of $15,000 and $20,000 a year,
these low-income taxpayers get noth-
ing from the Governor of Texas. Yet,
he does provide 43 percent of his tax
benefit to the wealthiest 1 percent of
Americans.

This leads me to the third fallacy,
and that is his statement that he will
provide only $223 billion, only $223 bil-
lion to the richest 1 percent of Ameri-
cans. The problem here is fuzzy fiscal
figures, because that $223 billion leaves
out the effect of the repeal of the es-
tate tax. The Governor will often talk
about how he wants to eliminate the
estate tax, but will leave out from his
budget the fiscal effect of that repeal.
The estate tax will be bringing in $50
billion a year, $500 billion over 10
years, and so the governor’s tax reduc-
tion for those in the wealthiest 1 per-
cent is not $223 billion over 10 years,
but over $700 billion over 10 years.

That is why it is true when we point
out that the governor would provide
more tax relief to the wealthiest 1 per-
cent of Americans than everything he
proposes to spend to improve our
health care system, strengthen Medi-
care, strengthen our military, and im-
prove education combined.

Mr. Speaker, the choice is clear. On
one hand, we can have fiscal responsi-
bility, economic expansion, reduction
and eventual elimination of the na-
tional debt, and moderate tax cuts for
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working families, all combined with
important investments in education,
Medicare, military preparedness, and
our health care system. On the other
hand, we could choose to provide $700
billion of tax relief over the next 10
years to the wealthiest 1 percent of
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I believe the choice be-
fore America could never be more
stark.

————

SHALLOW RHETORIC UNDERMINES
CONGRESSIONAL ACTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OsSE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. WELDON) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today because I did not
get over in time to speak on the mo-
tion to instruct conferees, but I think
it is time for a reality check with the
other side.

We heard a lot of rhetoric, unfortu-
nately, about the education debate on
our plan versus the President’s plan
and how Republicans do not care about
the condition of our schools. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I am proud of the fact that I
am one of the few who actually is a
classroom teacher in this body. In fact,
I spent 7 years teaching in the inner
city schools in and around Philadel-
phia. In fact, I helped to run a chapter
1 program for 3 of those years.

I want to remind my friends on the
other side that for the 7 years that I
taught, I taught in a portable class-
room; two trailers bolted together
without adequate heat, without ade-
quate air-conditioning, 32 children in a
self-contained environment, in a port-
able classroom. Guess who was in
charge of the government when I
taught? It was a Democrat President, a
Democrat House and a Democrat Sen-
ate. Where was the concern for those of
us who were teaching in portable class-
rooms in inner cities back then when
my colleagues controlled the whole
ballgame? Where were their efforts to
deal with school modernization? Where
were their efforts to increase funds for
school construction? I was there on the
front line teaching in that portable
classroom with 32 kids that were chal-
lenged in an environment that was
very difficult.

Now, I will remind my colleagues on
the other side of one further fact. The
first 2 years that President Clinton was
in office, the Democrats controlled the
House and they controlled the Senate.
They could have passed any bill they
wanted, and we could not stop it. They
had all of the votes. We could not have
stopped any issue that they wanted to
address for the American people.

I find it a little questionable that in
the first 2 years of Clinton’s adminis-
tration, when the Democrats con-
trolled the entire ball game, there was
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